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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 The PM has submitted supplementary aldicarb data (accession
numbers 247404 and 247405) on the sampled Long Islangd wells (refer
to the May 10, 1982 review of the 1981 aldicarb groundwater con-
tamination data, section 4.10) and information on Union Carbide
resampling efforts in Maine and Wisconsin (no accession number).
See RECOMMENDATIONS, section 3.1, below.

1.2 The INTERA model has been rerun using different loading and
degradation rates. In the original (1980) INTERA run, 2 methods
were used: (1) 20% loading with an infinite halflife and (2) an
85% loading with a S-year halflife. 1In the rerun, simulations
with halflives of infinity and 1, 2, 3 and & years and loading of
5 and 25% were used. Other input parameters remained the same as
in the original run and are listed in the Table 1, below. The
1980 run predicted that it would take 20 yvears for aldicarb
groundwater levels in Long Island to decline to current quideline
levels and 100 years to exit the system.

2. RESULTS

2.1 With a halflife of 3 years or less and a loading of 25% or
less, the INTERA model predicts groundwater contamination levels
will be at or below 7 ppb by 1987. See Table 2, below.

2.2 Copies of the 1980 original INTERA run and tHKe rerun (revised
April 27, 1982) are in the EFB file.

3. RECOMMENDATIONS

3.1 Receipt of the supplementary aldicarb data on the sampled
Long Island wells and the information on the resampling efforts in
Maine and Wisconsin is acknowledged. The data does not alter the
recommendations in the May 10, 1982 review of the 1981 groundwater
monitoring data.

3.2 The prediction in section 2.1, above, is noted. It is recom-
mended that Union Carbide do field sampling to support their pre-
dictions.
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